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If the rule would affect your small
business, organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact Lieutenant
M. Day, Waterways Oversight Branch,
Coast Guard Activities New York (718)
354–4012.

Collection of Information

This proposed rule would call for no
new collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501–3520).

Federalism

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Executive Order 13132 and have
determined that this rule does not have
implications for federalism under that
Order.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531–1538) governs
the issuance of Federal regulations that
require unfunded mandates. An
unfunded mandate is a regulation that
requires a State, local, or tribal
government or the private sector to
incur direct costs without the Federal
Government’s having first provided the
funds to pay those costs. This proposed
rule would not impose an unfunded
mandate.

Taking of Private Property

This proposed rule would not effect a
taking of private property or otherwise
have taking implications under
Executive Order 12630, Governmental
Actions and Interference with
Constitutionally Protected Property
Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This proposed rule meets applicable
standards in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of
Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform, to minimize litigation,
eliminate ambiguity, and reduce
burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Executive Order 13045,
Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety
Risks. This rule is not an economically
significant rule and does not concern an
environmental risk to health or risk to
safety that may disproportionately affect
children.

Indian Tribal Governments

This rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments. A rule

with tribal implications has a
substantial direct effect on one or more
Indian tribes, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes.

Environment

We considered the environmental
impact of this proposed rule and
concluded that, under figure 2–1,
paragraph 34(g), of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1C, this proposed
rule is categorically excluded from
further environmental documentation.
This proposed rule fits paragraph 34(g)
as it establishes a safety zone. A
‘‘Categorical Exclusion Determination’’
is available in the docket where
indicated under ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend 33 CFR Part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for Part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191;
33 CFR 1.05–1(g), 6.04–1, 6.04–6 and 160.5;
49 CFR 1.46.

2. Add § 165.169 to read as follows:

§ 165.169 Safety Zone: Indian Point
Nuclear Power Station (IPNPS), Hudson
River.

(a) Regulated Area. The following area
is a safety zone: All waters of the
Hudson River between the Tappan Zee
Bridge (mile 27.0) and latitude
41°26′35″ N at Breakneck Point.

(b) Effective Period. This section will
only be activated during a Site Area or
General Emergency at the IPNPS located
south of Peekskill Bay, NY. Coast Guard
Activities New York will cause notice of
the activation of this safety zone to be
made by all appropriate means to effect
the widest publicity among the affected
segments of the public, including
marine information and facsimile
broadcasts.

(c) Regulations. (1) The general
regulations contained in 33 CFR 165.23
apply.

(2) No vessels will be allowed to enter
or remain in the safety zone without the
permission of the Captain of the Port,
New York.

(3) Vessels located within the safety
zone shall immediately proceed out of

the safety zone, staying upwind of the
power plant if possible.

(4) All persons and vessels shall
comply with the instructions of the
Coast Guard Captain of the Port or the
designated on-scene patrol personnel.
These personnel comprise
commissioned, warrant, and petty
officers of the Coast Guard. Upon being
hailed by a U. S. Coast Guard vessel by
siren, radio, flashing light, or other
means, the operator of a vessel shall
proceed as directed.

Dated: March 6, 2001.
R.E. Bennis,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of
the Port, New York.
[FR Doc. 01–6904 Filed 3–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–15–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 70

[TN–T5–2001–01b; FRL–6956–7]

Clean Air Act Proposed Full Approval
of Operating Permit Program;
Tennessee and Memphis-Shelby
County

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes full approval of
the operating permit programs of the
Tennessee Department of Environment
and Conservation and the Memphis-
Shelby County Health Department. In
the final rules section of this Federal
Register, EPA is approving the
Tennessee and Memphis-Shelby County
operating permit programs as a direct
final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial amendment and
anticipates no adverse comments. An
explanation for the approval is set forth
in the direct final rule. If no adverse
comments are received in response to
this action, no further activity is
contemplated. If EPA receives adverse
comments, the direct final rule will be
withdrawn and all public comments
will be addressed in a subsequent final
rule based on this proposed rule. EPA
will not institute a second comment
period on this action. Any parties
interested in commenting should do so
at this time.
DATES: Written comments must be
received by April 19, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Written comments on this
action should be addressed to Kim
Pierce, Regional Title V Program
Manager, Air & Radiation Technology
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Branch, EPA Region 4, 61 Forsyth
Street, SW., Atlanta, Georgia 30303–
8909. Copies of the Tennessee and
Memphis-Shelby County submittals,
and other supporting documentation
relevant to this action, are available for
inspection during normal business
hours at EPA Region 4, Air & Radiation
Technology Branch, 61 Forsyth Street,
SW., Atlanta, Georgia 30303–8909.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kim
Pierce, EPA Region 4, at (404) 562–9124
or pierce.kim@epa.gov/.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information see the direct
final rule which is published in the final
rules section of this Federal Register.

Dated: March 12, 2001.
A. Stanley Meiburg,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 4.
[FR Doc. 01–6864 Filed 3–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Research and Special Programs
Administration

49 CFR Part 195

[Docket No. RSPA–01–8663]

RIN 2137–AD56

Pipeline Safety: Hazardous Liquid
Pipeline Accident Reporting Revisions

AGENCY: Research and Special Programs
Administration (RSPA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking;
request for comments on revised form.

SUMMARY: This notice of proposed
rulemaking would amend the pipeline
safety regulations to lower the reporting
threshold for hazardous liquid pipeline
spills from 50 barrels to 5 gallons. We
are also seeking comments on revisions
to the hazardous liquid accident form to
improve its usefulness. On the revised
accident form, reporting for spills from
5 gallons to less than 5 barrels will
require minimal information. The
improvements to the hazardous liquid
accident form are necessary to address
known deficiencies in the current
information collection. The improved
information on failure cause categories
and more detailed information about the
impact of failed pipelines will improve
pipeline safety statistics, increasing the
overall usefulness of the data and
making analysis more efficient and
meaningful.

DATES: Comments on the subject of this
proposed rule must be received on or
before May 21, 2001.

ADDRESSES: You may submit written
comments by mail or in person by
delivering an original and two copies to
the Dockets Facility, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Room PL–401, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC
20590–0001. Or, you may submit
written comments to the docket
electronically at the following Web
address: http://dms.dot.gov. See the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section for
additional filing information.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roger Little by phone at (202) 366–4569,
by e-mail at roger.little@rspa.dot.gov, or
by mail at the Office Of Pipeline Safety,
Room 7128, 400 7th St. SW.,
Washington, DC 20590 regarding the
subject matter of this notice or to access
comments in the docket.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Filing Information, Electronic Access,
and General Program Information

The Dockets facility is open from
10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except federal holidays. All
comments should identify the docket
number of this notice, RSPA–01–8663.
You should submit the original and one
copy. If you wish to receive
confirmation of receipt of your
comments, you must include a stamped,
self-addressed postcard. To file written
comments electronically, after logging
onto http://dms.dot.gov, click on
‘‘Electronic Submission.’’ You can read
comments and other material in the
docket at this Web address: http://
dms.dot.gov. General information about
our pipeline safety program is available
at this address: http://ops.dot.gov.

Background

RSPA Pipeline Safety Mission
RSPA’s Office of Pipeline Safety has

responsibility for assuring adequate
safety and environmental protection for
risks posed by the nation’s
approximately 2 million miles of natural
gas and hazardous liquid pipelines. The
OPS shares responsibility for inspecting
and overseeing the nation’s pipelines
with state pipeline safety offices that
also depend on the information RSPA
collects.

RSPA Pipeline Safety Data
To fulfill its safety mission, RSPA

maintains a hazardous liquid pipeline
accident database that is widely
recognized as the nation’s best source of
such information. The information that
RSPA collects on reportable hazardous
liquid accidents provides an important
tool for identifying safety trends in the
hazardous liquid pipeline industry.
RSPA has collected hazardous liquid

pipeline accident information since the
early 1970s, with only one revision to
the accident collection procedures in
July 1984. Under 49 CFR part 195, RSPA
is authorized to develop regulations,
inspect facilities, and ensure
compliance with standards established
to ensure safety and environmental
protection from risks to the public and
the environment that are posed by
hazardous liquid pipelines. Operators
are required to report accidents
according to the procedures established
in 49 CFR 195.50. The information is
used to identify safety trends for
regulatory purposes and to target
inspections of hazardous liquid pipeline
facilities based on risk.

The Need for Pipeline Safety Data
Accurate, meaningful pipeline safety

incident information is needed for
general trending of pipeline safety data
and risk assessment, for deciding which
pipelines need rehabilitation vs.
replacement, for analyzing cost benefits,
and for comparing individual operator
performance with industry performance.
This safety information is used by RSPA
for daily decision making in RSPA’s
assessment of pipeline risks, regulatory
development, and programmatic
resource allocation. In addition to the
need for information for safety trending
and diagnosis, RSPA uses the
information in monitoring industry
performance and regulatory compliance,
and for planning company standard
safety inspections. State pipeline safety
programs with hazardous liquid
pipeline safety responsibility also use
the information for these purposes. The
information is also widely used by
third-parties, including state governors,
Congress, metropolitan planners,
pipeline research engineers, industry
safety experts, the media, and the
public.

Why Revise the Hazardous Liquid
Accident Report Form?

In 1984, the RSPA hazardous liquid
accident form was revised as a result of
the Paperwork Reduction Act. The
report has been in use since 1984
without revision, providing 16 years of
data upon which pipeline safety
analysis has been extensively
conducted. Over the years we became
aware of shortcomings in the data
collection that need improvement. In
recent years, the usefulness of the
hazardous liquid accident data
collection has been found to be limited
due to the level of detail and accuracy,
and the quality of the collected data.
Recognizing the limitations to effective
pipeline safety analysis that these data
deficiencies cause, the National

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 15:27 Mar 19, 2001 Jkt 194001 PO 00000 Frm 00020 Fmt 4702 Sfmt 4702 E:\FR\FM\20MRP1.SGM pfrm04 PsN: 20MRP1


